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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-37 are pending in this application. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 10 and 1 1 are objected because they are duplicate claims depending on 
claim 9. Appropriate correction is required. 

3. Claim 18 is dependent on 15. Examiner considers this as minor mistake and 
applicant meant claim 18 be dependent on 17. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-5, 8-9, 12-14, 16-23, 26-27, 30-32, 34-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Hopprich et al. (Patent No.: US 6,792,474 B1), 
hereinafter "Hopprich" in view of Wheeler et al. (Pub. No.: US 2001/0054151 A1), 
hereinafter "Wheeler". 



6. As to claim 1 , Hopprich discloses, a method of transferring a host identity 
between a first host system and a second host system (Hopprich, Col.1, lines 1-4), 
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wherein a host identity can belong to only one host system at a time (Hopprich, 
Abstract, lines 1-8, where DHCP retains the host identity), the method comprising: 

i) designating the second host system as a destination host system for the host 
identity (Hopprich, Col.2, lines 59-63, where DHCP server assigns an address to 
connected computers on the same network, which could be the second computer); 

ii) the first host system encoding the host identity to be transferred using a 
parameter (Hopprich, Col.9, lines 12-16, where instructions are performed by the 
processor to assign encoded addresses and authentication, verification could be a 
parameter); 

iii) the first host system divulging the result of the encoding (Hopprich, Col.9, 
lines 12-16, where performing an encoding process will obviously produce the results) 
and removing the host identity from its repository (Hopprich, Col.9, lines 37-42, where 
addresses are kept in memory or database and once the session is over address the 
host ID becomes invalid and has to get a new address upon reconnection which means 
corresponding host ID against the provided address gets deleted, corresponding ID 
could- be a machine name, machine type, network name etc.); 

iv) decoding the host identity to be transferred using the parameter (Hopprich, 
Col.24, lines 20-27, where decrypting is decoding and clear text version could be 
parameter). Hopprich is silent on the second host system, includes a host identity 
repository and adding the host identity to be transferred to its repository. However, 
Wheeler discloses, the second host system, includes a host identity repository and 
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adding the host identity to be transferred to its repository (Wheeler, [0008], where new 
identity is added in to one of the database of valid identities). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Hopprich with the teachings of 
Wheeler in order to provide a method for verifying the identity of a new-user of a 
computer system, in which at least one identity attribute is received from the new-user 
and similarity searched against at least one database of denied-user identity attributes 
to avoid fraudulent activity over the network (Wheeler, [0005]). 

7. As to claims 17 and 19, are rejected for the same rationale as applied to claim 1 
above as it is merely a repetition and recursion of steps performed on two machines 
where first and second parameter could be machine or host names. 

8. As to claims 35-37, are rejected for the same rationale as applied to claims 1,17 
and 19 above as claim 35-37 are merely a system and program instruction stored on 
storage medium of claim 1, 17 and 19 above. 

9. As to claims 2 and 20, Hopprich and Wheeler disclose, the invention substantially 
as in parent claims 1 and 19, including, wherein in divulging of the result of the encoding 
(Hopprich, Col.9, lines 35-52, where encoding process are performed with encoded 
instruction in the memory which is obviously an automated process) and the removal of 
the host identity from the repository of the first host system is performed atomically 
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(Hopprich, Col. 19, lines 22-29, where address or associated host id becomes 
automatically invalid over the network upon expiration by address assignment process). 

1 0. As to claims 3 and 21 , Hopprich and Wheeler disclose, the invention substantially 
as in parent claims 1 and 19, including, the first host system also records the result of 
the encoding (Hopprich, Col. 14, lines 44-52, where determining that coupled computer 
is not a native computer means there is a record of all the previous encoded processes 
saved in the database for comparison to find out if the machine is native, local, guest 
etc.). 

11. As to claims 4 and 22, Hopprich and Wheeler disclose, the invention substantially 
as in parent claims 1 and 19, including, wherein the parameter is a property of the 
second host system (Hopprich, Col. 14, lines 44-49, where request message obviously 
has the machine property for DHCP server to identity whether machine is native, local 
or guest and machine property could be machine name or MAC address which is also 
well known in the art). 

12. As to claims 5 and 23, are rejected for the same rationale as applied to claims 4 
and 22 above, since it is a IP network, therefore each NIC has embedded MAC address 
which could be a serial number for identity purposes. 
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13. . As to claims 8 and 26, Hopprich and Wheeler disclose, the invention substantially 
as in parent claims 1 and 19, including, wherein the first and second host systems are 
each respective service processors in multi-computer system (Hopprich, Abstract, 
where DHCP and one or more computers on the network have processors which are 
obviously providing services to each other e.g. assigning addresses, running 
applications etc). 

14. As to claims 9 and 27, Hopprich and Wheeler disclose, the invention substantially 
as in parent claims 8 and 26, including, wherein at least one said service processor is 
operable to allocate host identities to respective ones of a plurality of sub-systems 
(Hopprich, Abstract, where DHCP assigns address to requesting network computers). 

1 5. As to claims 12 and 30, Hopprich and Wheeler disclose, the invention 
substantially as in parent claims 1 and 19, including, wherein an initiating entity 
designates the second host system as the destination host system for the host identity 
(Hopprich, Col. 14, lines 44-49, where first available DHCP server detects the request 
and determines the device type before assigning and ID). 

16. As to claims 1 3 and 31 , Hopprich and Wheeler disclose, the invention 
substantially as in parent claims 12 and 30, including, wherein an initiating entity also 
designates the first host system as a source for the host identity to be transferred 
(Hopprich, Col. 14, lines 53-57, where client sends a request along with preferred 
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network domain, which means requesting address from that particular network address 
range). 

17. As to claims 14 and 32, Hopprich and Wheeler disclose, the invention 
substantially as in parent claims 12 and 31, including, wherein the initiating entity is an 
administrator system (Hopprich, Col.14, lines 44-49, where DHCP is an administrator 
system). 

18. As to claims 16 and 34, are rejected for the same rationale as applied to claim 17 
above and further official notice is taken for generating a log for host identity transaction 
is well known in the art along with auditing and logging all activities. 

19. As to claim 18, is rejected for the same rationale as applied to claim 16 above. 

20. Claims 6 and 24, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hopprich and Wheeler as applied to claim 1-5 above in view of Benantar et al. 
(Patent No.: US 6,854,056 B1), hereinafter "Benantar. 

21 . As to claims 6 and 24, Hopprich and Wheeler disclose, the invention substantially 
as in parent claim 1 above. Hopprich and Wheeler are silent on first host system uses 
the signature to encodes the host identity to be transferred. However, Benantar 
discloses, on first host system uses the signature to encode the host identity to be 
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transferred (Benantar, Col.2, lines 43-48, where host identity is encrypted by using 
digital certificate). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Hopprich and Wheeler with 
the teachings of Benantar in order to provide a for coupling identities through the use of 
digital certificates, thereby allowing a client to be authenticated for a variety of services 
without those services having to modify their existing methods of authentication. 

22. Claims 7 and 25, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hopprich and Wheeler as applied to claim 1-5 above in view of Diersch et al. 
(Patent No.: US 6,101,606), hereinafter "Diersch". 

23. As to claims 7 and 25, Hopprich and Wheeler disclose, the invention substantially 
as in parent claim 1 above. Hopprich and Wheeler are silent on, wherein the host 
identity is used for software licensing. However, Diersch discloses, the host identity is 
used for software licensing (Diersch, Col.5, lines 60-62, where module-10 checks the 
host ID against authorized software license on a computer network). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Hopprich and Wheeler with 
the teachings of Diersch in order to provide a system for securing protected software 
against unauthorized, i.e. non-licensed, use in computer networks. 
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24. Claims 10-11,15, 28-29 and 33, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hopprich and Wheeler as applied to claim 1-5, 8-9, 17, 19-23, 26-27 
and 34-37 above in view of "Blade Server IO Solutions", hereinafter "Qlogic". 

25. As to claims 10 and 28, Hopprich and Wheeler disclose, the invention 
substantially as in parent claims 9 and 27. Hopprich and Wheeler are silent on, said at 
least one service processor is a shelf service processor for a shelf of a rack mountable 
blade system and at least one said sub-system is a processor blade receivable in the 
shelf. However, Qlogic discloses, said at least one service processor is a shelf service 
processor for a shelf of a rack mountable blade system (Qlogic, Page.2, Introduction, 
lines 1-5, where each blade server is mountable in rack mountable chassis and Qlogic, 
Page.2, Qlogic Complete Blade Product Portfolio, where disclosed is a common 
software management interface through which administrator can control the whole rack) 
and at least one said sub-system is a processor blade receivable in the shelf (Qlogic, 
Page.2, Introduction, lines 1-5, where each blade server is mountable in rack mountable 
chassis). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Hopprich and Wheeler with 
the teachings of Qlogic in order for corporations and administrators to carefully choose 
their IO hardware in order to maximize their blade server return on Investment. 

26. As to claim 1 1 , is duplicate claim as claim 10 and 28 above. 
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27. As to claim 29, is rejected for the same rationale as applied to claim 1 0 and 28 
above. 

28. As to claims 15 and 33, Hopprich, Wheeler and Qlogic discloses, the invention 
substantially as in parent claims, 14 and 32, wherein the administrator system is a 
system management server for a blade system (Qlogic, Page.2, Qlogic Complete Blade 
Product Portfolio, where disclosed is a common software management interface 
through which administrator can control the whole rack system which could be an a 
system management server). 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references, as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in its entirety as potentially teaching of all or 
part of the claimed invention, as well as the context. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tauqir Hussain whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1247. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30 AM to 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on 571 272 3913. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Sen/ice Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



273-8300. 
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